rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org Research Cite this article: Nakao H, Tamura K, Arimatsu Y, Nakagawa T, Matsumoto N, Matsugi T. 2016 Violence in the prehistoric period of Japan: the spatio-temporal pattern of skeletal evidence for violence in the Jomon period. Biol. Lett. 12: 20160028. http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2016.0028 Received: 13 January 2016 Accepted: 7 March 2016 Subject Areas: behaviour, evolution Keywords: warfare, human evolution, Japanese archaeology, altruism Author for correspondence: Hisashi Nakao e-mail: hisashinakao@gmail.com Electronic supplementary material is available at http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2016.0028 or via http://rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org. Evolutionary biology Violence in the prehistoric period of Japan: the spatio-temporal pattern of skeletal evidence for violence in the Jomon period Hisashi Nakao1, Kohei Tamura2, Yui Arimatsu3, Tomomi Nakagawa4, Naoko Matsumoto4 and Takehiko Matsugi5 1Department of Global and Science Studies, Yamaguchi University, 1677-1 Yoshida, Yamaguchi 753-8511, Japan 2Department of Engineering Mathematics, University of Bristol, Bristol, UK 3Frontier Research Institute for Interdisciplinary Science, Tohoku University, Sendai, Miyagi, Japan 4Graduate School of Humanities and Social Sciences, Okayama University, Okayama, Japan 5National Museum of Japanese History, Sakura, Japan Whether man is predisposed to lethal violence, ranging from homicide to warfare, and how that may have impacted human evolution, are among the most controversial topics of debate on human evolution. Although recent studies on the evolution of warfare have been based on various archaeological and ethnographic data, they have reported mixed results: it is unclear whether or not warfare among prehistoric hunter–gatherers was common enough to be a component of human nature and a selective pressure for the evolution of human behaviour. This paper reports the mortality attributable to violence, and the spatio-temporal pattern of violence thus shown among ancient hunter–gatherers using skeletal evidence in prehistoric Japan (the Jomon period: 13 000 cal BC–800 cal BC). Our results suggest that the mortality due to violence was low and spatio-temporally highly restricted in the Jomon period, which implies that violence including warfare in prehistoric Japan was not common. 1. Introduction The origin of lethal violence, particularly warfare (i.e. 'coalitionary aggression against other groups' [1]), has been a subject of intense discussion in biological and social sciences, as well as the humanities. Since Hobbes [2] in 1651, it has been argued that warfare is inherent in human nature [3–6]. Furthermore, recent theoretical and empirical studies have suggested that warfare was an important selective pressure for the evolution of human social behaviours [7,8]. These ideas are based on ethnographic and archaeological evidence, suggesting that warfare is common among hunter–gatherer societies [5–7]. For example, by estimating the mortality due to war from the fraction of injured individuals in various archaeological sites and ethnographic records, Pinker [5] argued that war was common in prehistory but the emergence of states has significantly reduced violence. Most recently, some skeletal findings at Lake Turkana in Kenya [9] and Schöneck-Kilianstädten in Germany [10] show a relatively high mortality due to violence, which might further support the above claim. Likewise, Bowles [7] used similar datasets, suggesting that the level of intergroup aggression was sufficiently high as a selective pressure for intragroup cooperation (altruism). However, these arguments have been challenged. It has been suggested that war is not prevalent in hunter–gatherer societies, based on data from the standard cross-cultural sample [1]. Similarly, Ferguson [11,12] pointed out that archaeological evidence presented by Pinker [5] is biased, and also argued & 2016 The Author(s) Published by the Royal Society. All rights reserved. on July 7, 2018http://rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from that the actual prehistoric evidence does not support the idea that warfare was common in prehistoric populations. The aim of this paper is to examine whether or not warfare was common among hunter–gatherers in prehistory based on archaeological data on violence in Japan [5,7,13]. In the following, we use the term 'violence' rather than 'warfare' because we cannot readily distinguish injuries as due to warfare versus homicide for skeletal remains owing to the nature of archaeological data. But if evidence for the overall level of violence is low, this would indirectly show that warfare could not have been prevalent in the case of Japan. We could thus conclude that warfare was not universally common among ancestral hunter– gatherers, and the above ideas that warfare is part of human nature and was an important selective pressure are also challenged. To this end, we focus on the Jomon period, a Japanese prehistoric period of hunter–gatherers. The Japanese data are suitable to test the above hypothesis because (i) the Jomon subsistence strategy was basically hunting-and-gathering and (ii) administrative excavations have accumulated rich data across the Japanese archipelago extending over a long period of time. Japanese archaeologists have traditionally argued that warfare was rare in the Jomon period [14–17], although a systematic analysis throughout the period has not been conducted so far. In what follows, following previous studies [5,7,13], we calculate mortality due to injury caused by violence as indirect evidence of warfare in the Jomon period. Further, based on the spatio-temporal pattern of mortality at sites where injured individuals were discovered, we argue that warfare was probably not common among hunter–gatherers of the Jomon period. 2. Material and methods We collected data on mortality due to violence from published exhaustive lists of skeletal remains of the Jomon period [18,19]. The Jomon period is defined as the time when the Japanese archipelago was inhabited by hunter–gathers who used pottery and is subdivided into six phases: Incipient (13 000–10 000 cal BC), Initial (10 000–5000 cal BC), Early (5000–3500 cal BC), Middle (3500– 2400 cal BC), Late (2400–1250 cal BC) and Final (1250–800 cal BC). The Incipient phase was omitted from our analysis owing to lack of skeletal remains. Our dataset contains the presence or absence of injury, sex, age (adult/child), site and period for each individual. See the electronic supplementary material for more details and the definition of injured individuals in the data. As a measure of mortality attributable to violence, we calculated for each phase the percentage of injured individuals (i) among the total population including children and individuals whose sexes and ages are unknown, (ii) among adults and (iii) among adults after excluding sites where the number of individuals is less than 10, following Bowles [7]. The average mortality values calculated for each phase and across the entire Jomon period are shown in table 1. In addition, we plotted the spatio-temporal pattern of sites with injured individuals discovered on a map of Japan and attempted to identify 'hot spots' of violence: if there was a large-scale violence in which multiple groups were involved, then a region should be observed where sites with injured individuals are spatially and temporally clustered. 3. Results Table 1 shows the rates of mortality attributable to violence in the Jomon period (a mainly hunter–gatherer era) calculated as a percentage of injured individuals among (i) the total population, (ii) adults only, and (iii) adults only at sites with skeletal evidence for 10 or more individuals. Because we found no qualitative difference between the results of these methods of assessing mortality from violence, we hereafter use the values obtained by the third way, which tended to yield the most liberal estimates of the level of violence mortality. Nevertheless, the average violence mortality value across the entire Jomon period was found to be just 1.82%, much lower than those from previous studies (12–14%) [5,7,13]. Moreover, the mortality from violence for each phase of the Jomon period was less than 4% in our study. Next, figure 1 shows the spatio-temporal pattern of the sites where injured individuals were discovered. As the sites are both widely and sparsely distributed, we found no 'hot spots' of violence. Actually, the spatio-temporal pattern of the sites is very sparse throughout the entire period: only a few sites with injured individuals (i.e. Miyano and Aoshima shell middens in the Middle, Kasori Minami, Shimo Numabe and Fuyuki A shell middens in the Late, and Ikawazu and Hobi shell middens in the Final phase) are spatio-temporally close. 4. Discussion and conclusion In this study, we analysed archaeological data from Japan to examine whether or not warfare was common among ancestral hunter–gatherers. Our results suggest that violence and thus Table 1. Estimates of the rate of mortality attributable to violence over the Jomon period as the percentage of injured individuals (ID) among (i) the total population, (ii) adults only and (iii) adults only for sites with skeletal remains of 10 or more individuals. phase total adults ID adultsa IDa rate of mortality attributable to violence ID/total (%) ID/adults (%) IDa/adultsa (%) Initial 91 31 0 17 0 0 0 0 Early 244 129 1 110 1 0.41 0.78 0.91 Middle 371 172 5 87 3 1.35 2.9 3.45 Late 944 472 7 400 6 0.74 1.48 1.5 Final 932 471 10 430 9 1.07 2.12 2.09 total 2582 1275 23 1044 19 0.89 1.8 1.82 aExcluding data for sites with skeletal remains of fewer than 10 individuals. rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org Biol.Lett.12:20160028 2 on July 7, 2018http://rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from warfare were not common in prehistoric Japan: the values of mortality attributable to violence both over the entire Jomon period (1.82%) and in each phase (0–3.45%) are much lower than the ones in previous studies (12–14%) [5,7,13]. Mortality attributable to warfare could not have exceeded these rates, and indeed should be lower because some injuries were likely due to homicide or accident rather than warfare. In addition, we have found no injured individuals in the Initial Jomon period (and perhaps also in the Early phase, see the electronic supplementary material), lasting for 5000 years or more, though non-injured individuals were discovered for the period. Some scholars have claimed that warfare 'is found throughout prehistory' ([6], p. 191) and that warfare was sufficiently common among hunter–gatherer populations to have affected social evolution by promoting intragroup altruism [7]. Despite the uncertainties about whether measures of mortality taken from archaeological data are representative [7], it is likely that our results pose a counterexample to these claims and are further inconsistent with arguments that warfare is inherent in human nature and was an important selective pressure [2–8]. The spatio-temporal pattern of sites with injured individuals indicates that the scale of violence in the Jomon period was not large. We observed no 'hotspots' of violence. This result is rather consistent with the traditional archaeological view that warfare was not common and not conducted on a large scale in the Jomon period [14–17]. Previous studies have reported considerable variation in mortality due to warfare across archaeological sites and hunter–gatherer populations [5,7]. Our dataset, however, shows that the mortality values in most sites are equal, or nearly equal to zero (see electronic supplementary material, table S1). This result is consistent with Fry & Söderberg's [1] results that nearly half of the societies they investigated had no lethal interaction among multiple individuals. Anthropologists have claimed that sedentism could increase warfare [20]. It has been reported that sedentary settlements increased in the Early and Middle phases of the Jomon period [21]. We found an increase in the violence mortality in those phases; hence our results are consistent with the hypothesis. However, sedentary settlements in the Jomon period have been found unstable [22]. Considering this uncertainty regarding the Jomon settlement system and the sparseness of archaeological data, further investigations are required. Several mathematical models have been proposed to investigate the effects of intergroup violence on the evolution of human social behaviours (e.g. [8]). Our dataset suggests that skeletal evidence for warfare is spatially and temporally restricted. A possible direction of further theoretical investigation is to examine whether levels of intergroup violence sufficient Early Jomon: (1) Kamikuroiwa Iwakage site Middle Jomon: (2) Miyano shell midden (3) Aoshima shell midden (4) Takanegito shell midden (5) Tsubue Funamoto shell midden Late Jomon: (6) Kasoriminami shell midden (7) Fuyuki A shell midden (8) Shimo Numabe shell midden (9) Hegi cave Final Jomon: (10) Sanganji shell midden (11) Ikawadu shell midden (12) Hobi shell midden (13) Fukahori site (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (7) (6) (8) (9) (10) (11) (13) (12) N 14 5° E 45° N 500 km0 Figure 1. Spatio-temporal pattern of the sites where injured bones from the Jomon period were discovered. rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org Biol.Lett.12:20160028 3 on July 7, 2018http://rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from to affect social evolution would produce patterns similar to or different from those we observed under various assumptions about bone preservation. Investigating the relative importance of additional factors, including demography or environmental fluctuation, may be another direction of research. Note that we are not asserting warfare was uncommon among hunter–gatherers in all areas and times. Indeed, several archaeological sites and ethnographic records show high mortality due to violence [9,10]. However, as Ferguson [12] points out, it is possibly misleading to treat a few cases of massacre as representative of our hunter–gatherer past without an exhaustive survey. We think warfare depends on specific conditions, and the Japanese data indicate that we should examine these more closely [10]. In fact, a limitation of the present study is that we have not considered factors that might promote warfare, owing to data availability. More close statistical investigations on warfare and its possible determinants warrant further research. Data accessibility. The data are available in the electronic supplementary material and at Dryad doi:10.5061/dryad.60d18. Authors' contributions. H.N. designed the study, and H.N. and T.N. collected the data. All authors interpreted the data and wrote the paper. All authors approved the final version for publication and accept accountability for all aspects of the work. Competing interests. We have no competing interests. Funding. This work is supported by Japan Society for Promotion of Science aid for 'Topic-Setting Program to Advance Cutting-Edge Humanities and Social Sciences Research: Area Cultivation' and the Okayama University strategic fund 'Interdisciplinary research on spatio-temporal dynamics of culture by quantitative analysis of material culture'. K.T. is also supported by CREST, Japan Science and Technology Agency. References 1. Fry DP, Söderberg P. 2013 Lethal aggression in mobile forager bands and implications for the origins of war. Science 341, 270 – 273. (doi:10. 1126/science.1235675) 2. Hobbes T. 1982 Leviathan. New York, NY: Penguin Classics. 3. Gat A. 2008 War in human civilization. New York, NY: Oxford University Press. 4. Gat A. 2015 Proving communal warfare among hunter-gatherers: the quasi-rousseauan error. Evol. Anthropol. 24, 111 – 126. (doi:10.1002/ evan.21446) 5. Pinker S. 2011 The better angels of our nature: why violence has declined. New York, NY: Viking. 6. Tooby J, Cosmides L. 2010 Groups in mind: the coalitional roots of war and morality. In Human morality and sociality: evolutionary and comparative perspectives (ed. H Høgh-Oleson), pp. 191 – 234. New York, NY: Palgrave Macmillan. 7. Bowles S. 2009 Did warfare among ancestral hunter-gatherers affect the evolution of human social behaviors? Science 324, 1293 – 1298. (doi:10. 1126/science.1168112) 8. Choi J-K, Bowles S. 2007 The coevolution of parochial altruism and war. Science 318, 636 – 640. (doi:10.1126/science.1144237) 9. Lahr MM et al. 2016 Inter-group violence among early Holocene hunter-gatherers of West Turkana, Kenya. Nature 529, 394 – 398. (doi:10.1038/ nature16477) 10. Meyer C, Lohr C, Gronenborn D, Alt KW. 2015 The massacre mass grave of Schöneck-Kilianstädten reveals new insights into collective violence in Early Neolithic Central Europe. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 112, 11 217– 11 222. (doi:10.1073/pnas.1504365112) 11. Ferguson BF. 2013 Pinker's list: exaggerating prehistoric war mortality. In War, peace, and human nature: the convergence of evolutionary and cultural views (ed. DP Fry), pp. 112 – 150. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press. 12. Ferguson BF. 2013 The prehistory of war and peace in Europe and the Near East. In War, peace, and human nature: the convergence of evolutionary and cultural views (ed. DP Fry), pp. 191 – 241. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press. 13. Keeley LH. 1996 War before civilization. New York, NY: Oxford University Press. 14. Sahara M. 2005 [Archaeology of warfare]. [In Japanese.] Tokyo, Japan: Iwanami shoten. 15. Matsugi T. 2007 [Warfare in the Japanese islands and the formation of initial states]. [In Japanese.] Tokyo, Japan: University of Tokyo Press. 16. Matsugi T, Udagawa T. 1999 [Warfare system and the external strategy]. In [What is warfare for humans?], vol. 2. [In Japanese.] Tokyo, Japan: Toyo shorin. 17. Tsude H, Sahara M (eds). 2000 [Power, state, and warfare]. In [Issues in the prehistory of Japan], vol. 4. [In Japanese.] Tokyo, Japan: Shogaku kan. 18. Yamada Y. 2006 [Burials in the Jomon period: based on examples of buried bones]. Jomon Jidai 17, 73 – 192. [In Japanese.] 19. Uchino N. 2013 [Fighting during the Jomon period as seen from injured bones]. Ristumeikan Bungaku 633, 472. [In Japanese.] 20. Gat A. 2000 The causes and origins of 'Primitive Warfare': reply to Ferguson. Anthropol. Q. 73, 165 – 168. (doi:10.1353/anq.2000.0005) 21. Matsumoto N. 2011 Figurines, circular settlements and Jomon worldviews. In Structured worlds: the archaeology of hunter-gatherer thought and action (ed. A Cannon), pp. 168 – 182. Sheffield, UK: Equinox. 22. Habu H. 2008 Growth and decline in complex hunter-gatherer societies: a case study from the Jomon period Sannnai Maruyama site, Japan. Antiquity 82, 571 – 584. (doi:10.1017/ S0003598X00097234) rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org Biol.Lett.12:20160028 4 on July 7, 2018http://rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org Correction Cite this article: Nakao H, Tamura K, Arimatsu Y, Nakagawa T, Matsumoto N, Matsugi T. 2016 Correction to: 'Violence in the prehistoric period of Japan: the spatio-temporal pattern of skeletal evidence for violence in the Jomon period'. Biol. Lett. 12: 20160847. http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2016.0847 Electronic supplementary material is available online at https://dx.doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.3579983. Correction to: 'Violence in the prehistoric period of Japan: the spatio-temporal pattern of skeletal evidence for violence in the Jomon period' Hisashi Nakao, Kohei Tamura, Yui Arimatsu, Tomomi Nakagawa, Naoko Matsumoto and Takehiko Matsugi Biol. Lett. 12, 20160028. (Published online 30 March 2016) (doi:10.1098/rsbl. 2016.0028) After publication of our article, we found that Kamikuroiwa Iwakage site was wrongly categorized to the Early Jomon phase and counted doubly in the electronic supplementary material; however, the site should belong to the Initial phase. Also, the number of individuals at some sites were slightly wrong. We have therefore modified figure 1, table 1 and the electronic supplementary material (see also Dryad: http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.60d18). Following these modifications, some parts of the main text in §3. Results and §4. Discussion and conclusion have also been corrected as follows (corrected expressions are emphasized in bold). Note that these corrections do not affect our main conclusion at all. 3. Results . . . Nevertheless, the average violence mortality value across the entire Jomon period was found to be just 1.81%, much lower than those from previous studies (12–14%) [5,7,13]. 4. Discussion and conclusion . . . the values of mortality attributable to violence both over the entire Jomon period (1.81%) and in each phase (0–3.57%) are much lower than the ones in previous studies (12–14%) [5,7,13] . . .. In addition, we have found no injured individuals in the Early Jomon period (and perhaps also in the Initial phase, lasting for 5000 years or more, see the electronic supplementary material) though non-injured individuals were discovered for the period. & 2016 The Author(s) Published by the Royal Society. All rights reserved. Initial Jomon: (1) Kamikuroiwa Iwakage site Middle Jomon: (2) Miyano shell midden (3) Aoshima shell midden (4) Takanekido shell midden (5) Tsubue Funamoto shell midden Late Jomon: (6) Kasoriminami shell midden (7) Fuyuki A shell midden (8) Shimo Numabe shell midden (9) Hegi cave Final Jomon: (10) Sanganji shell midden (11) Ikawazu shell midden (12) Hobi shell midden (13) Fukahori site (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (7) (6) (8) (9) (10) (11) (13) (12) N 14 5° E 45° N 500 km0 Figure 1. Spatio-temporal pattern of the sites where injured bones from the Jomon period were discovered. Table 1. Estimates of the rate of mortality attributable to violence over the Jomon period as the percentage of injured individuals (ID) among (i) the total population, (ii) adults only and (iii) adults only for sites with skeletal remains of 10 or more individuals. phase total adults ID adultsa IDa rate of mortality attributable to warfare ID/total (%) ID/adults (%) IDa/adultsa (%) initial 113 39 1 28 1 0.89 2.56 3.57 early 216 117 0 98 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 middle 371 172 5 97 3 1.35 2.91 3.09 late 944 470 7 398 6 0.74 1.49 1.51 final 932 471 10 430 9 1.07 2.12 2.09 total 2576 1269 23 1051 19 0.89 1.81 1.81 aExcluding data for sites with skeletal remains of fewer than 10 individuals. rsbl.royalsocietypublishing.org Biol.Lett.12:20160847 2 View publication stats